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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/766,382 



BETROS ET AL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Benjamin R. Bruckart 



2155 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Benjamin R. Bruckart . 



(3) Robert Betros (the inventor) . 



(2) Justin Sobaie. (Reg No. 56,252) . 



(A) David BlumenthaKReo. No. 26,257) . 



Date of Interview: 08 February 2006 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 7. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Webb. Cianfrocca . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)\3 was reached. g)S was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 71 3.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20060208 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (IVIPEP), Section 713,04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1 .1 33 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete vwitten statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 1 1 , 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted In writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record In the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record In the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81 2.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/766,382 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The discussion was with regards mostly to the Webb reference. A lot 
of emphasis and focus was given to the idea of two-way asynchronous communication through one socket as opposed 
to a socket and more than one socket as utilized in the Webb reference. The proposed amendment does overcome the 
prior art because of its use of the two-way asychronous across one socket. The socket is established by an HTTP 
request and remains open until closed by the remote application or gateway CGI. 
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FEB. 8: 2006 11;05AM 

! FOLEY 



NO. 1 072 P. 



rOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

2029 CENTURY PARK EAST, SUITE 35CW} 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90067-3021 
TELEPHONE: 310;277.2223 
FACSIMILE; 310.557.8475 
WWW.F0LEY.COM 



Facsimile Transmission 

Total # of Pages 3 (including this page) 



TO: 


PHONE #: 


FAX«: 


Examiner Bruckart 




(571) 273-3982 



From : Justin M, Sobaje 

Date: Febfuaiy 8, 2006 

Client/Malter No : 023627-0201 

User ID No: 0071 



MESSAGE: 

Please see attached. 



If there are any problems with this transmission or If you have not 
received afl of the pages, please call 310.277.2223, extension 8020. 



Operator. 


Time Sent: 


Return Original To: 






Ruth M. Vallejo 





COMMUNICATION, AND AS SUCH 13 PRIVILEGEO ANIJ CONFIPENTIAL. IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE JNTENCJED 
RfeClPlENT OR ANY AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPfENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIPlR> THAT YOU 
NaVG RECEIVED THIS DOCUMENT IN ERROR, AND THAT ANY REVIEW. DISSEMINATION. DISTRIBUTION OR COPYINQ OF THIS KlESSAGE 
IB STRICTLY F^RO>^IBrTED. IF YOU HAVE RECQVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY 
TELEPHOHE and return the ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO US BY MAIL, THANK YOU. 



rr\i a 
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FEB. 8. 2006 1 1:05AM 



NO. 1072 P. 2 



PT0L-413A (09-04) 
Approved tor USO trough U7/3 1/2009. 0MB 0651-003 1 
U.S. Patent and TradBmark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMSRCfi 



Applicant Initiated Intelrview Request Form 



Application No.: oq fni^U ^ First Named Applicant: 9Et^p6 . Ro^cr4 

Examiner: Sfu^vr^rv , ft. ft. Art Unit: Status of Application: A^^^^^^y ac^^^ 



Tentative Participants: 



(2) $oVfl^> 



(3)__RfiWi_fechr£$_ 



(4). 



Proposed Date of Interview: ^^^laa^ ^ ^ -zon Proposed Time; Mioo (AM^^ 

Type of Int«irvie>v Requested: 

(1) [X] Telephonic (2) [ ] Personal (3) [ ] Video Conference 



Exhibit To Be Shovsii or Demonstrated: [ ] YES 
If yesj provide brief description: 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 
Q)J^ 



Claims/ 

rig.#s 



Discussed 



Agreed 



Not Agreed 



Prior 
Art 



t] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[] 


[ ] 


[ ] 



[ ] Continuation Sheet Attached 
Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on . 

NOTE: T his form should be completed by applicant sind s^fubmittcd to the e^taminer in advance of the interview 
(see MPEP§ 713,01). 

Thi» application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance ofthis interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as soon as possible. 



lictint's Represe 



Applicant/ApplictLnt*s Representative Signatm-e 
Typed/Printed Name of Applicant or Representative 

st^.gy^ 

Registration Number, if applicable 



Examiner/SPE Signature 



This coll«cdos of InffliiUAiioii fs rei^mred lfy37CPRl.]3J. The junronuJi((Qii {a yequirtd to obtnio or rcuiin a tcocGt by chc fasblu: which is to iilc (nnd by ttift 
USI^O Hf prvccsv) an ^ppliaitioik ConfldezidaCiy Is sovcrotd by 3S U-$.C \ll and 37 CFR IJl atu) 1 Ilii* collection u uriautMl (o UkA XL minutcc iq 
eomplcto, bkclodiuf ^t^therin^ prcfiaring, and sutunittiiig the comi^ted a(^p1Ic&fiMi form to thoUSPTO. Time will vary dcpendii^ upon tbc indM^Iua] use. Anjr 
conimcntB oo flM amMmc limt yda require to complete this form ind/or su^eidfuu (br reducing; ihia burden, should be tmi to the Odef Isfoirinaiffm Oflictr, 
O.S. f dtent and Triulcmuk OfGcc, ^S3. DepaHuent of Commerce, F.a BOX 1450, Alflundrtfi, VA ZZ3U-14<iO, DO NOT ^END FEES Oil COM PJUSTED FORMS 
TOTHI9AX)l>nE5S. SEND TO: Commiisioner for Paten fa. P.a Box 1450, AltiAndria, VA 2131 3-U50. 

if you need assistance in compleiing the form, call l^OO-FTO'9199 and select option 2. 
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FEB. 8. 2006 1 1:06AM 



NO. 1 072 P. 3 



Proposed Claim Amendment: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A system for collaborative processing with distributed 
applications, comprising: 

at least one application context in which an application is executed, the application 
context including an application CGI for managing the application, and a communication 
interface on which application data is communicated as messages; 

a messaging bus conj5gured to conummicate the messages for processing by the 
application; 

at least one gateway context including a gateway CGI configured for maintaining two- 
way asynchronous communication between the messaging bus and a remote application through 
a firewall, said remote application being executed by a clien t to a web server , the gateway CGI 
being configured to maintain the two-way asynchronous communication until termination by the 
remote application or by the gateway CGI; and 

tbej web server, said web server being configured to estahlish-a one socket connection 
with said client throu^ said firewall in response to an HTTP request fi-om said client, said two- 
way asynchronous communication between said messaging bus and said remote application 
occurring over sai djms socket connectiott 

Brief Descriptioa of Arguments to be Presented; 

With regard to the rejection of claims 1 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
applicant proposes to delete the phrase "to a web served' from the claims as shown above for the 
proposed amendment to claim 1 . Also, applicant would like to discuss the two-way 
asynchronous communication mentioned in the claims. 

With regard to the rejection of independent claims 1 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Webb in view of Cianjfirocca, applicant would like to discuss claim 

distinctions with respect to the Webb and Cianfrocca references. In particular, applicant would 

like to discuss claim distinctions relating to the amended claim language: 

'*a web server, said web server being configured to establish one socket 
connection with said client through said firewall in response to an HTTP request 
ftom said client, said two-way asvncbronons communication be^veen said 
messaging bus and said remote application occurring ov^ said one socket 
connection" (Emphasis Added). 

LACA_7230/8.1 
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